


























Submitted in partial fulfillment of the requirements 
for the degree of Master of Arts in European Union Studies 
in the Graduate College of the  










Dr. Neil Vander Most, Chair 













 In March 2017, following the successful referendum in the UK to leave the European 
Union in June of 2016, negotiations began to discuss the policies regarding the official exit of the 
United Kingdom with Theresa May’s declaration of Article 50. In recent developments 
associated with the Brexit negotiations, more ties have been seen between the UK and France 
than other member-states of the EU. Given the long history between France and the UK, it is 
clear that the Brexit negotiations have become the next battleground for UK-French unrest. This 
essay responds to the strength of the theory of intergovernmentalism within the context of the 
Brexit negotiations and how the leadership role established by France in the wake of Brexit is a 
phenomenon based on their economic interests, a desire to advance their position as an 
international actor, and their deep-rooted, historical discontent for one another. Through 
analyzing a series of most-read newspapers from both countries, the research has shown the 
battleground of French-UK relations as taking place in these three categories with national 
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INTRODUCTION: BACKGROUND ON BREXIT 
 
In June 2016, the United Kingdom held a referendum for its citizens asking the following 
question: “Should the United Kingdom remain a member of the European Union or leave the 
European Union?” (Referendum on the Membership of the EU, 2015). The results were that 
51.9%, a close majority, voted in favor of an independent UK (Hobolt, 2016). Following their 
decision to leave the European Union in June of 2016, Brussels and London began a spat of 
premature negotiations to arrange a timeline. This allowed the United Kingdom to come to terms 
with their decision through a series of elections and a restructuring of the British government, as 
well as give both groups the opportunity to prepare for the first country to ever choose to leave 
the EU (Colvile, 2016). Theresa May, newly elected Prime Minister of the UK wrote a formal 
letter to the European Council on March 29th, 2017 with her declaration of Article 50, launching 
the official two-year period of transition and negotiations (Hobolt, 2016). Within this period of 
transition and the time in between the referendum and the triggering of Article 50, one national 
actor has risen to become a powerhouse force in negotiations: France. From the leadership roles 
they have taken in the EU, to campaigns launched in support of the relocation of British banks to 
Paris, to the foundation of fishing coalitions with France at the head, this country has been 
particularly vocal in a seemingly Brussels-London issue. This paper will examine the extent to 
which the relationship between these two countries is shaping the negotiations and the future of 
their bordering partnership. 
Before analyzing the extent to which the French have had an impact on the Brexit 
negotiations, it is important to understand the history of Brexit, what lead the UK to hold a 
referendum and why France is taking on such a personal role in these negotiations. Brexit is the 
2 
 
term used to describe the eventual departure of the United Kingdom from the European Union 
(Hobolt, 2016). The name itself pays homage to the possible exit of Greece from the Eurozone 
following the Sovereign Debt Crisis of 2005 (Wodak & Angouri, 2014). The Oxford English 
Dictionary formally recognized the original use of the term coming from an article published on 
the Euractiv Blog from the founder of lobbyist group, British Influence, Peter Wilding in his 
article, Stumbling Towards the Brexit (Wilding, 2012, Tempest, 2017). The namesake itself is 
very important, in that the UK was not the first country to have a proposed exit in some capacity. 
While the Greek exit was associated with the Euro Zone, an entity which the UK does not have 
membership, the weight of an “exit” is quite heavy. More recently, the term “Catalexit” has been 
used to describe the autonomous region of Spain, Catalonia and their desire to leave Spain 
(Kottasová, 2017). While the use of the term was a fairly new concept, the UK’s decision to 
leave was based on a long-winded, tattering of issues which will be discussed throughout the 
analysis.  
Leading up to the vote, the Prime Minister at the time, David Cameron, worked with his 
party to renegotiate the role of the UK in the EU. In February of 2006, his team saw a small 
success where the EU agreed to offer a collection of approved reforms for the new role of the 
UK in the EU. Their objective was to essentially restore a degree of sovereignty, or, “…supreme 
public power, which has the right and, in theory, the capacity to impose its authority in the last 
instance,” to the United Kingdom (De Benoist, 1999). An example of a loss of sovereignty 
would be a country agreeing to open their borders to facilitate the movement of people, such as 
the Schengen Agreement, which exists across several countries in the European Union (Bigo & 
Guild, 2005). While they did achieve several of the ideals they were requiring, the UK did not 
reclaim any sovereignty or have any advancements in the immigrant surplus, which was seen as 
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a veritable failure by many (EU Reform Deal, 2016). The inefficiency of the reforms prompted 
the announcement of the referendum in May of 2016 to take place in June of the same year. The 
next several months were filled with lengthy debates, political debates and aggressive campaign 
tactics from both the Conservative party, headed by David Cameron, and the Labour Party, 
headed by Jeremy Corbyn (Colvile, 2016).  
Following the successful referendum in the UK to leave the European Union in June of 
2016, Theresa May took over leadership as the Prime Minister of the UK. While she was not the 
next in line for the position, no other member of the Conservative Party of Europe felt up to the 
challenge of restructuring the position of the United Kingdom in Europe (Stamp, 2016). In 
March of 2017, Theresa May submitted a letter to the European Commission with the UK’s 
official declaration of Article 50, a clause put into place in the Treaty of Lisbon that has a limited 
set of indications for the negotiation period of a country’s exit from the European Union. The 
triggering of Article 50 launched a process of three phases to be completed within a time frame 
of two years (Schinas & Ferrie, 2017). As this has never taken place before, the three-step 
process is being established as the declaration is in effect. They began by establishing an 
extraneous meeting of the European Council to establish the guidelines for a swift, seamless exit 
of the UK from the EU. This was to be voted on by consensus. The second step consists of the 
European Council presenting a recommendation to begin negotiations. The College of 
Commissioners will agree on this within four days of the recommendation. The European 
Council, in step three, will “…authorize the start of the negotiations by adopting a set of 
negotiating directives. They must be adopted by strong qualified majority” (Schinas & Ferrie, 
2017). While this article does establish a two-year period to complete all negotiations, it does not 
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give any indications for the arrangements to be made in the restricted time period. Following this 
process, the UK and the EU began deliberations for their divorce. 
On the European side, the Commission geared up for the lengthy deliberations by 
appointing Michel Barnier, a French politician, to the role of Chief negotiator for the proceedings 
on the United Kingdom’s exit from the European Union. Elected into both European and French 
political roles, Barnier has had a well-developed career within Europe (Foster, 2016). He has 
served as the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Minister of State for European Affairs and Minister of 
the Environment and the Way of Life (Morris, 2016). On the European platform, Barnier served 
as the Vice President of the European People’s Party, one of the largest parties in the European 
Parliament, the Commissioner for Internal Market and Services and the Commissioner 
responsible for the conduct of British negotiations upon their exit (Michel Barnier, 2018). As a 
public political figure, Barnier was a clear choice due to his place as a “veteran French public 
official” and deputy Prime Minister of Malta said, “‘We have given him a tall order but the 27 
have the utmost confidence, faith and trust in him’” (Louis Greech in Herszenhorn & Barigazzi, 
2017). 
Barnier was appointed to this role on the 1st of October 2016. He is in charge of leading a 
“Task force for the preparation and conduct of the negotiations under Article 50,” while also 
being responsible for communications with the UK while maintaining supranational interests and 
the desires of the EU27’s (Taskforce on Article 50 negotiations with the United Kingdom, 2017, 
Herszenhorn & Barigazzi, 2017). As a part of the Commission, the chief negotiator is 
responsible for maintaining swift and pertinent negotiations within the two-year period while 
complying with EU law. In looking to Barnier’s deliberations with the United Kingdom, there 
are several instances where national interests are becoming apparent in supranational discussions 
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and deliberations. An unnamed source claimed that Michel Barnier intended to conduct all 
negotiations in the French language and the media has singled him out in saying, “European 
Commission’s UK exit chief’s language call sure to provoke the Brits” (Dallison, 2016). His 
pride for France and the French language is clear, in that his desire to insist that deliberations be 
conducted in his mother tongue are bringing to light long, historical complexities in the 
relationship between the two countries. In looking at the wording of the article, there is a sense 
of malice and provocation implied with this decision. This is one example of many of the ways 
in which France and French interest has come to fruition in light of the Brexit debates and 
negotiations. With German as another prominent language in the EU, it is surprising to not see 
the same call for the German language to be used in negotiations. Despite the potential for 
German to rise with the decline of an English-speaking country from the EU, French was the 
language mentioned.  
Similar to German playing a smaller role than anticipated, Brussels and London are not a 
relationship that is being mentioned as much as one should expect. While these negotiations 
seem to tell the story of the UK splitting from the EU, the dynamic has become more personal 
and national throughout the deliberations. While Brussels certainly is playing a role in how the 
UK will exist in relation to the EU, Paris has just as much say in many of these issues based on 
strong, interdependent economic ties that will be questioned with fractures in their current 
arrangement (Hervey, 2018). From the question of expatriation with entire cities filled with 
French and British retirees located in each other’s countries, to common travel procedures 
between London and Paris via the Chunnel (English Channel Tunnel), to all of the complexities 
in sharing a maritime and external Schengen border, it is clear that France has a large stake in the 
decision made by the British. In addition, the role of France in the Brexit is incredibly important 
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because for so long, the French and British have curated a fragile, easily-malleable relationship 
that shifts based on political climates. They have gone from wartime allies to wartime enemies 
within the span of 20 years (Miller & Spencer, 1977). They have been united and divided over 
interactions, crises, and treaties. They have experienced religious animosity and religious unity. 
These parallels can only begin to bring to light the absolute complexity of this relationship and 
are playing out in an interesting way with the European paradigm shift.  
In recent developments associated with the Brexit negotiations, more ties have been seen 
between the UK and France than other member-states of the EU. Similar to the appearance of 
Macron in deliberations, there are several mentioning’s of Angela Merkel in regard to Theresa 
May and her political involvement with the negotiations (Mischke & Baume, 2018). Despite this, 
the impact of Brexit on Germany is minimal compared to that of France. In looking to public 
opinion, news coverage of Brexit in Germany and the coverage of Germany in British papers, the 
relationship established with these two countries is not something of importance for the results of 
the Brexit negotiations. Theresa May offers “unconditional support” for Ireland during 
negotiations or is “curious about UK’s Brexit plan, but not frustrated,” but does not have any 
particular stance that makes Germany seem to have any legitimate impact on the results (Murray, 
2018, Oltermann, 2018) One Politico article reads, “Germany appears to have little to gain from 
Brexit” and then continues on in discussing how Brexit really is not going to shift too much for 
the company, except for a potential influx of new immigration (Odendahl et al., 2017).  
 The leadership role established by France in the wake of Brexit is a phenomenon based 
on their economic interests, a desire to advance their position within the EU, and their deep-
rooted, historical discontent for Great Britain. In order to best understand why national interests 
are having an impact on a supranational issue, I will refer to the theory of intergovernmentalism 
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to understand Brexit in its totality, as well as discern how French-UK relations are more 
prevalent in the dissolution of the UK from the EU than other national relationships. In order to 
best comprehend the complexity of the issue, the background on the theory of 
intergovernmentalism will be presented, how it is the basis for the UK’s decision to leave, and 
how that decision is directly related to their relationship with France. Following this background 
information, I will give some insight into how I gathered my data and the parameters for my 
research and present the evidence gathered from newspapers in France and the UK with the 
highest circulation rates.  
The battlegrounds that appear in this conflict exist across three main topics. The first 
category that is a huge place of disagreement for both France and the UK is the stipulations of 
the economy moving forward. Not only is the UK looking to create partnerships with the EU 
post-Brexit, but they must also consider the direct relationship to their neighbor, France. Another 
place in which the battle exists between the two countries is found in the question of leadership, 
as the British divorce is paving the way for France to rise as an international leader. Finally, this 
modern issue is being connected to the long-standing, historical relationship between the two 
countries in the newspapers through exchanges of physical, historical objects and the exchange 
of disgruntled mentioning’s of past difficulties. With some concluding ideas about the 
importance of this relationship, this paper will give a detailed, complete response to the 
following question: In the context of British-French relations, how is Brexit the next 






CHAPTER 1: LITERATURE REVIEW  
 
After learning about the history of Brexit and a small introduction into the French 
involvement in the British divorce from the European Union, it is important to examine some of 
the key concepts that will help further explain some of the nuances associated with the analysis 
of the present battle between France and the UK. This section will examine how other 
international organizations have disintegrated in the past, the reasoning behind the UK deciding 
to leave the European Union and delve into a deeper contextual analysis of the relationship 
between these two countries.  
Dissolution of International Organizations:  
 In discussing the British divorce from the European Union, considering no other country 
has left the European Union, it is beneficial to compare it to similar organizations. Pollack 
describes the EU as, “The European Union: international organization, domestic polity, or 
experiment in new governance?” (Pollack, 2005). The reason for these three, distinct terms is 
that the EU is debated as to its definition in the eyes of political science. In looking to understand 
the EU, many scholars are unsure of how to categorize the organization. An international 
organization is a series of nations combined through common interest and bound by a series of 
treaties with differing intentions (Katzenstein et al., 1998). In looking to the European Union, 
they are a group of nations with a combined interest and are bound by several treaties. Therefore, 
for the purposes of this thesis, the EU falls under the category of international organization.  
In order to best understand the EU’s process for handling a member-states departure, it is 
important to assess international organizations, how they function, and how they deal with 
departure. The European Union is oftentimes perceived as an international organization because 
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it has many of the properties of an IO. In addition, while the United Kingdom is the first country 
to technically leave the European Union, they fit into a larger class of other countries who have 
made a shift away from shared sovereignty and cooperation to unilateral action in international 
organizations. The EU was born from a treaty aligning nations through economic and atomic 
unity to maintain peace and Professor Nathan Feinberg looked into this exact query and found 
that IO’s were less likely to include procedures on dissolution, for they typically take the 
optimistic perspective approach to their newfound unity (Feinberg, 1963). As an IO is formed 
with a treaty or constitution, there is typically a minimal agreement mentioned that permits 
departure. One prominent example of an IO that did not follow this pattern: The European 
Economic Communities. The organizations under the EEC umbrella were arranged to exist for 
an indefinite amount of time. Dissolution or withdrawal did not seem possible because of a past 
IO in Europe whose failure led to World War II (Feinberg, 1963).  
Professor Joseph H.H Weiler described the lack of inclusion of this type of description in 
an IO treaty as, “The Reluctance to talk about divorce on the wedding day” (Weiler, 282, 1985). 
In his article that centers in on the EEC, he pulls the organization out of the IO category due to 
claims that regionality make the EEC different than others with uncommon regional interest. He 
also considers mild dissolution to be present when certain countries abstain from participating in 
steps towards integration. Weiler defines withdrawal as,  
…carrying many penalties, especially for smaller states. In general, the withdrawing state 
will lose not only whatever direct benefits accrue from membership, but also a forum in 
which it might influence the behavior of others. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
withdrawal, unilateral or negotiated is relatively rare and serves as a ‘last straw’ measure. 
(Weiler, 285, 1985)  
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This definition is particularly interesting in looking at the United Kingdom because it sparks 
curiosity as to if losing their direct benefits and influencing power was worth whatever they gain 
from reestablishing their sovereignty and if this was truly the last straw for the country. The 
following section will explain the reasoning for the British departure. In looking to recent history 
in Europe, there have been IO’s that have dissolved, and it is important to see why and for what 
reasons they are no longer in existence. 
One example of a region leaving the EEC is related to the status of the autonomous 
constituent country in the Kingdom of Denmark, Greenland. In 1979, the territory held a 
referendum voting on the idea or ascertaining Home Rule, or a delegation from the Danish 
government to abandon certain aspects of their governance over the territory, allowing 
Greenland to become an autonomous region (Larsen, 1992). The process of achieving a 
referendum, and eventually the status of Home Rule, came after many, grueling years of 
arguments with the Danish government. “The inception of Home Rule came after a decade of 
political mobilization and ethnic radicalization so that when the first Home Rule government 
took office, great expectations were attached to it by the public of Greenland” (Larsen, 1992). 
Despite these difficult expectations, Greenland succeeded in many ways in the realm of Home 
Rule because they had gradually prepared the region for autonomy by participating in Greenland 
councils, earning parliamentary seats in the Danish government and aligning their message 
amongst the people of Greenland (Gulløv, 1979). The UK has similarly been gearing up for their 
departure in not aligning other aspects of their country with the rest of the EU. Guarding the 




One of the unexpected outcomes of voting for Home Rule leadership is the economic 
downturn that the autonomous region took in the ten years following the establishment of Home 
Rule. As an island that depends heavily on Danish funding and exports, the economy of the 
region oftentimes fluctuated greatly based on recessions happening in the European Union, their 
largest exporter. The country often experiences great inflation, high unemployment rates, and 
increased dependency on the funding from Denmark (Eritja, 2017). This is just one of the 
negative outcomes of becoming an autonomous region. This parallel was seen temporarily in the 
UK with an initial dip in their finances, but their economy has largely recovered (Bowler, 2017).  
For a period of time following their Home Rule government, Greenland continued to be a 
member of the European Union. They were considered to still have rights as an autonomous 
constituent country of Denmark, and thus, were granted certain privileges.  This changed 
significantly in 1985 when Greenland formerly voted to leave the EU due to major fishing 
discrepancies (Johansen, 1992). Even with their formal departure, Greenland is considered to be 
an overseas country or territory or OCT and therefore still has certain economic benefits from 
their association with Denmark, mainly in the form of financial assistance. The terms of their 
new agreement heavily favor Greenland with their citizens having EU citizenship, access to trade 
and are recipients of EU subsidies as an OCT. Concerning their exports, Greenland has secured 
over 90% of their total exports heading to the EU and over 65% of their imports from the EU. 
That being said, the EU decides where the funds are mainly allocated. The most recent funding 
was allocated towards education and sustainable development (Gad, 2014). The diplomatic 
relationship between Greenland and the EU is a strategic, economic arrangement that benefits the 
autonomous constituent country. In looking to the Brexit, the UK would not have nearly as many 
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rights because the country as a whole has voted in favor of the exit, and in turn, will not have 
preferential treatments to EU funding and trade agreements.  
 Europe is no stranger to international organizations. As a whole, Europe has seen IO’s 
created in times of war, as a means of keeping the peace and as an alliance in a worldly 
organization. Consequently, when these circumstances shift and the necessity for a collection of 
countries come to a close, the IO’s often dissipate and cease to exist. This was the case for the 
League of Nations. Born in the wake of World War I, the League of Nations is considered to be 
the first European attempt at an IO whose intent was to ensure world and regional peace. While 
the LN did involve countries outside of Europe, the capital was in Geneva, Switzerland and most 
of Europe had joined by 1926 (Pederson, 2007). Taking on a philosophical attitude towards war 
and aiming to create peace through joint security practices, the LN embodied all the common 
practices of a typical IO. While the end of this story is well known, there were many factors that 
contributed to the demise and eventual dissolution of the League of Nations. For one, the 
organization was intended to encompass the interests of all countries in the world and many 
simply decided not to join. The choice of the United States to not enter is often represented as 
one of the largest factors to the demise of the LN because their lack of support for the 
motivations of the IO discouraged other major players from participating. In addition to the 
choice of nations, others such as Germany, Japan and Russia decided to abandon the LN because 
they no longer agreed with the proceedings.  
 Japan and Germany withdrew from the LN in 1933 following some allegations about the 
conduct of each country.  For Japan, “the assembly had adopted a report blaming Japan for 
events in Manchuria” and this lead to their eventual withdrawal (Brown, 1933). Germany 
decided to withdraw on the basis of their newly-elected chancellor, Adolf Hitler. According to a 
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letter from Konstantin von Neurath stored at the Library of Congress reports, “The ostensible 
reason [for the German withdrawal] was the refusal of the Western powers to acquiesce in 
Germany’s demands for military parity” (von Neurath, 1933). What is important to note about 
their departure is that several years later, both countries had signed a pact together with Italy to 
protect one another in the event of an invasion on their country which lead to WWII (Schroeder, 
2017). While it is highly unlikely that the United Kingdom is gearing up for conflict, their 
withdrawal from the European Union is certainly something to watch in the future. 
Another major reason that the League of Nations failed is that they did not achieve their 
one principal goal: to keep peace. In 1939, World War II broke out, leading to millions of deaths, 
and implicating over 30 countries in the most destructive war in recent history (Pederson, 2007). 
World War II brought about too many challenges for nations and alliances became unclear. This 
essentially stopped the League of Nations because countries no longer had faith in the 
organization as an efficient platform for peace discussions.  The diplomatic relationship between 
the countries during their dissolution was not pleasant. In fact, members began gradually pulling 
out of the arrangement as they saw fit for their country. The dissolution of the LN was not the 
only dissolved IO seen in Europe.  
Why the UK decided to leave: 
There were several reasons for the UK’s decision to part from the European Union. First 
off, the UK is a vital contributor to the annual budget of the EU. Every five years, the European 
Commission proposes a budget and the European Council, and the European Parliament approve 
the breakdown of where EU money will be allocated. The amount of money construed from each 
nation represents on average less than 1% of generated wealth (Budget-European Union, 2017). 
Despite how low this percentage is, as a larger economy, the UK naturally puts in more money 
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than other nations with smaller economies. From the moment the British entered the European 
Union, they have constantly made strides to avoid deeper integration in the financial realm. 
There are several historically relevant examples of this, beginning with the Euro zone. During 
discussions of the initial monetary union, the UK had several qualms such as their opposition to 
losing their monetary policy, they feared inflation if interest rates went up as a reaction to the UK 
joining the euro, and the overall economy in the United Kingdom was successful and stable, with 
no foreseeable, lucrative benefits for them.(Risse, Knope, Roscher, 1999, p. 156). Eventually, 
they made the decision not to join and have continued to hold their personal currency ever since.  
In addition to their distaste for monetary integration, one of them main arguments from 
the Leave campaign was the financial disparities between what money went towards the budget 
and what money came back to English citizens. As of 2016, the GDP for the United Kingdom 
rested at 2.097 trillion British pounds or 2.367 trillion euros (IMF, 2017). Of their financial 
earnings, they are contributing 18.209 billion Euros to the European Union budget. They receive 
a large amount of their contribution netting just over 7.458 billion euros (OECD, 2016). In 
theory, the amount they contribute only comes back to them with less than a third of their 
contributions.    
Given the results of the referendum, it is important to understand what took place that led 
British citizens to vote to leave and there were several reasons for the UK’s decision to part from 
the European Union. From the day of their accession to the EU, the United Kingdom constantly 
aimed to avoid moves towards deeper integration. During discussions of the initial monetary 
union, the UK had several qualms with a common currency, they did not comply with the 
convergence criteria demanded by the Treaty of Maastricht, and ultimately decided not to join. 
They also opposed losing their monetary policy because they feared inflation if interest rates 
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went up as a reaction to the UK joining the euro, and the overall economy in the United 
Kingdom was for the most part, successful and stable (Risse, Knope, et al., 1999, p. 156). 
Another example of the UK opting out of common EU policy is their refusal to join the 
Schengen Zone in 1995 (Davis & Gift, 2014, 1542). While their other European Union 
counterparts were looking to further integration by facilitating the free movement of people, 
goods, services, and capital, the UK was adamantly opposed due to a fear of unwanted 
immigration and the pressure of being an external border, or first point of entry into the 
Schengen zone from the west (Weiner, 1999, 452). Both of these refusals on the part of the 
United Kingdom show how they have been against furthering integration within the European 
Union. Their refusal to comply with these broad EU ideas serves as a preliminary indication of 
their discontent with the establishment of the EU.  
Additionally, recent influxes of refugees to the EU have created a stir amongst many 
nations in Europe who feel they are ill-equipped to take on the responsibility of caring for 
refugees. There were two main campaigns that called for an independent UK, Vote Leave and 
Leave.EU. As the elected official party to represent the Leave vote, Vote Leave headed the 
discourse on immigration issues in the UK. The Common European Asylum system has been of 
deep interest in regard to the influx of refugees because the original procedure required the 
country of origin be the place where the refugee paperwork is processed and filed. Due to 
overcrowding the system for certain member-states, the European Commission has been working 
to alter the program, requiring member-states to take in a certain percentage relative to their 
capabilities. The Dublin III criteria, “include a fairness mechanism based on solidarity which 
includes a corrective allocation mechanism, and which takes into account resettlement efforts 
made by a Member State to resettle those in need of international protection direct from a third 
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country” (Common European Asylum System, 2017). The Dublin IV criteria is in the works 
currently but has not been voted on or approved.  
The refugee crisis has touched the UK in a particular way in the context of the 
relationship to France. As the closest point between France and the UK, the city of Calais 
became a common place for migrants to situate themselves. Many migrants and asylum seekers 
were trying to cross the Channel to the United Kingdom by illegally entering the Chunnel train 
pathways, sneaking onto chartered boats, or crafting vessels of their own to enter British territory 
(Why is there a crisis in Calais, 2015). The United Kingdom has put in extensive fencing and 
security on the French side to ensure the surveillance of their border. Known as “The Jungle,” 
the tent village in Calais was disbanded due to poor health conditions and an inability to control 
the numerous attempts to infiltrate British territory (Why is there a crisis in Calais, 2015). This is 
important in looking at their relationship because they have had to cooperate to prevent the 
deaths of immigrants aiming to swim across the Channel, riding on the tops of the Chunnel 
trains, or sprinting through the tunnel trying to avoid collisions with trains. This was a huge 
humanitarian crisis and the responsibility mostly fell to France. This created some tension and 
helps explain why France would be interested in them further relinquishing the responsibilities 
associated with the migrant crisis.  
This explains largely why the UK is leaving because their relationship has never been 
sound with the EU. Public opinion was at an ultimate low, with largely older generations 
infuriated with the economic and political situations. Other countries in the EU do not have quite 
as strong of discontent for the EU because the many feel comfortable with their financial 
responsibilities because the perks of a regional alliance have proven to be very useful in the long 
run. While the threat of the domino effect is certainly there, depending on the outcome of the 
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Brexit negotiations, we might expect to see countries preferring to stay, so as to keep their 
financial connection with the EU.  
The Rocky History of France and the UK: 
Within the realm of nations having an important role in integration, it is also significant to 
note the history between nations that leads to said integration.  Historically, the UK and France 
have oftentimes been enemies. Whether the fight took place during the Hundred years war 
(Seward, 1999, 1337-1339), the American war for Independence (Ferling, 2009, 185-189), or the 
Blair-Chirac dilemma of 2002 (Kassim, 2008, 167), there are rarely periods of peace between the 
two nations. Since the creation of the European Economic Communities, France and UK have 
been closer than before, but they certainly have had some major disagreements along the way 
due to differing colonial relationships (Cooper & Stoler, 1997, 45), certain wars occurring in 
different parts of the world with differing global partnerships and grievances between heads of 
state (Heffernan, 2005, 614). From a fundamental standpoint, the ideals of France and the UK 
are fairly similar, but the competition between the two is often too strong to overcome (Cole & 
John, 2001). The relationship was seemingly best summed up in 2011 when the Economist 
posted an article entitled Britain and France: The impossible, indispensable relationship 
(Bagehot, 2011). They function in an interdependent manner, but if given the choice, would 
probably rather not be partners in so many realms.  
Throughout history, the relationship between France and the UK has been irrevocably 
uneasy. Dating back to 11th century, when France was not even established as a country yet, the 
territories disagreed over the right to the throne and the Normans took control of the country, 
imposing their leadership tactics and ruling for the following 150 years (Loyn, 2014). The story 
of their unrest continues through monarchies, colonialism, decolonization, and revolutions. The 
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20th century was the first glimpse of French-UK cooperation and peace. Having had such a 
difficult historical relationship, cooperation was very difficult and oftentimes resulted in delayed 
policy agreements (Hall, 1986). Following the Second World War, the UK worked with Charles 
de Gaulle, former prime minister of France, and the Free French movement to liberate France 
from the Vichy regime (Mangold, 2006). In looking to assist France in liberating the country and 
ending the war, the UK and the US worked in conjunction on the beaches of Normandy to 
liberate France, also known as D-Day, and lead to German surrender in 1945. This period of time 
for France and the UK is often regarded as the most successful (Gilbert & Mayes, 1989).   
The European Economic Community was a test of their relationship, as the core founding 
members, of which France was a member, rejected the United Kingdom on the grounds that they 
feared the UK would dominate the market (Ludlow, 1997). This ideology was spearheaded by de 
Gaulle in the hopes to develop a strong, small community of Western countries free of American 
influence.  Shortly after the Empty-Chair-Crisis, de Gaulle’s choice to withdraw all French 
ministers from deliberations in protest to legislation that had no regard for French interests, the 
UK applied to join (Ludlow, 1999). UK application to the EC was certainly not smooth and this 
was largely due to de Gaulle’s personal qualms with the British. Based on the principles of the 
Nassau agreement, a nuclear arms agreement between the UK and US, de Gaulle was further 
against UK accession because it decreased the independence that the EC so desperately searched 
and said that British accession “would not endure for long [but] instead would become a colossal 
Atlantic community under American domination and direction” (Charles de Gaulle in Dinan, 
2010, 40-41).  
 It was not until 1973 that the UK was able to join the European Communities, along with 
Denmark and Ireland for their economic advantages (Ludlow, 1997). This enlargement was 
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largely due to de Gaulle being replaced by Georges Pompidou in 1969. This opened up the 
discussion of enlargements for those countries. The addition of the United Kingdom into the 
European Union was important for France because they would now have a stronger reason to 
work on and maintain their relationship. The relationship between these two countries changed 
drastically once the UK became a member of the European Union because suddenly the two 
nations were united by a treaty and mutually assured finances (Miller & Spencer, 1977). 
Throughout their existence together in the EEC and eventually the European Union, 
France and the UK have made significant strides to affirming their cooperation, but there are 
certainly some areas in which the two countries did not agree. From the Cold war leading up to 
the Iraq war, the English and the Americans had a unique partnership, most likely linked to 
historical and economic ties (Dumbrell, 2006). In looking to end the atrocities happening in the 
Iraq war, The United States and the United Kingdom shared similar ideologies in wanting to 
weed out Saddam Hussein through attack and weaponry. They believed this course of action was 
the only way to ensure global security and prevent further attacks both in the region and in their 
countries (Wither, 2003). On the opposing side, France’s ideology aligned with several nations 
including China and Russia, who did not believe attaining Saddam Hussein through force was 
the correct course of action. During UN meetings on the subject, the French constantly 
threatened to oppose all propositions that called for physical action in the Middle East, with 
President Jacques Chirac in complete opposition to engagement (Gordon & Shapiro, 2004). 
Looking to their politics during this period that existed outside of the conversation of the Iraq 
war, both the British and French Prime Ministers maintained a positive relationship because the 
overall importance of their cooperation was more important for the period of time than a 
disagreement over how to engage with unrest in the Middle East (Kettle & Boltanski, 2004). In 
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looking at the total history of French-British relations, this moment is key because both sides put 
their personal opinions of an international crisis aside to focus on their partnership, as well as the 
supranational organization in which they both were members, The European Union.   
One major proposal that came about in looking at the future of European integration was 
a treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe. The Constitutional Treaty, was a proposal by the 
European Union for the creation of a physical document outlining the treaties of the EU. The 
treaty was signed by all countries in the European Union, but when it came to ratification of the 
treaty, two countries halted the process by putting the Constitutional Treaty to a public 
referendum. The first country to vote against the treaty was France on May 29th, 2005 based on 
the question “Approuvez-vous le projet de loi qui autorise la ratification du traité établissant une 
Constitution pour l'Europe ?1(de Boissieu, 2005). Following the failure of the referendum in 
France, the following country was the Netherlands, where the vote was also against a 
Constitution for Europe. Following the failure of the referendums in the two countries previously 
mentioned, the UK indefinitely delayed their referendum. Despite the UK’s decision to not 
proceed with the vote, there were campaigns on both sides in regard to a European Constitution. 
The Conservatives feared a loss of sovereignty, as well as furthering integration with the EU, 
while the Liberals were split in support and rejecting the bill. Had the vote not failed in France, 
there is a chance the UK would have had the opportunity to continue on with their referendum 
and vote for the Constitution for Europe.  
In the past two years, there has been some increased cooperation between France and the 
UK in regard to recent terrorist attacks happening on both British and French soil. On November 
                                               
1 Do you approve of the bill that authorizes the ratification of the treaty establishing a 
Constitution for Europe? (Translation Me) 
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13th, 2015, France experienced one of the worst terrorist attacks in Western Europe. Gunmen 
attacked multiple places throughout the city of Paris, killing over 130 people and leaving many 
in the hospital, wounded (Ferran, et al., 2015).  Two years later, the UK experienced similar 
attacks on a smaller scale, but spanned across a longer period of time. Between cars driving 
through the London Bridge in London, to suicide bombers at an Ariana Grande concert in 
Manchester, the country was in turmoil over the latest terrorist scares. In light of online collusion 
and radicalization leading to terrorist outbursts, the two Heads of State have gotten together to 
discuss ways in which to combat cyber-terrorism, in the hopes of preventing further attacks in 
both countries (Elgot, 2017). In looking to cooperation efforts on terrorism, one would expect 
that other countries that have experienced terrorism, such as Belgium, would insert themselves 
into the partnership to prevent cyber security. This, however, is not the case and the agreement 
rests between France and The United Kingdom. As Brexit discussions continue, it will be 
interesting to see how the partnership on cyber-terrorism plays out, as well as the dynamic of 
their long-winded, unstable relationship.   
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CHAPTER 2: THEORY 
  
In order to best understand why national interests, or more specifically France’s interests, are 
relevant to the Brexit negotiations, one must understand the theory that explains nations as actors 
in integration and separation settings. The theory of intergovernmentalism aims to encompass 
why countries choose to integrate and how they go about integration (Tsebelis & Garrett, 2001, 
384-389). This theory was developed by Stanley Hoffman and according to his theory, states are 
the main actors for the process of integration (Egeberg, 1999, 462). As one of the two major 
macro-theories in regard to European integration, intergovernmentalism is highly regarded for 
explaining the EU as it is today. This theory is oftentimes associated with its counterpart, 
neofunctionalism, who focuses on elite members of society as the main actors. The theory was 
initially proposed as a way to captivate the EU expansion experience as a theory to be applied to 
other nations who look to integrate in the future. The idea behind neofunctionalism entails 
integrating several, individual aspects between two countries. When the integration proves to be 
successful, through the spillover effect, more aspects will be integrated further. This theory was 
debunked by Haas himself following the Empty Chair Crisis, as integration in the EEC stalled 
tremendously (Caporaso & Keeler, 1993). This theory considers successful integration to be a 
continued growth in economic affiliation and dependence, the ability to attain regional peace, 
and creating a system of laws that hold true internationally (Rosamond, 2005). While both 
macro-theories have value, for the purposes of examining French and UK relations within the 
scope of the European Union, national actors are more valid for EU integration and eventual EU 
divorce (Moga, 2009, 800). In regard to the UK leaving the EU, according to Marks, “States play 
a decisive role in drafting the basic treaties and major legislation underlying the EU, such as the 
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SEA and the Maastricht Treaty” (Marks 1996, 352 in Moga, 2009, 803). This will help clarify 
how France can be so crucial to Brexit because states, or national actors, are fundamental in 
facilitating major legislation.  
Intergovernmentalism is a theory that aims to encompass why countries choose to integrate 
and how they go about integration. State-led integration comes with converged ideas from the 
member-states and is oftentimes used to explain the two main periods of integration within the 
scope of the EU. For the purposes of fully understanding the two connotations associated with 
intergovernmentalism, it is important to note that it is considered to be a theory of regional or 
continental integration and national governments are responsible for furthering integration 
(Garrett & Tsebelis, 1996).  
Consequently, “Stanley Hoffmann through his Intergovernmentalist critique of the 
Neofunctionalist approach emphasized the importance of the national governments and their 
roles in shaping the EC’s structure” (Moga, 2009, 800). What is obvious is that the role and 
influence of intergovernmentalism increased, especially in vital moments such as those 
preceding important agreements, whereas neofunctionalism maintained its relevance when 
dealing with more bureaucratic, administrative decisions. In the context of this thesis, 
intergovernmentalism serves as a valid theory to explain the reasoning behind French national 
interests being so fundamental in the European Union exit Brexit negotiations. In looking to 
national interest, it will be easier to see the complete story, as the Brussels-UK dynamic cannot 
possibly incorporate the interests of all countries in the EU. 
It is important to use intergovernmentalism because at the base of the theory, if a country is 
dissatisfied with integration, as an independent nation, there is nothing impeding them from 
disintegration. In other terms, the EU is a marriage of convenience for many nations and when 
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the EU becomes less convenient for national governments, they could decide to leave. National 
governments have the final say in determining if integration or disintegration is best for their 
particular country. In the case of Brexit, the United Kingdom has lost interest in remaining 
integrated in the European Union and for reasons relating directly to the country itself, has 
decided to leave. This particular scenario aligns with the theory perfectly in that the UK’s 
disinterest in continuing integration has lead them to disintegrate and detach from the constraints 
of the European Union.  
The theory of intergovernmentalism can be used to understand the reasoning for British 
departure. Additionally, other nations have a similar stake in these negotiations as the divorce 
between the EU and the UK will personally impact every nation in one way or another. Despite 
this claim, there are certainly some nations that will be more vocal about the British divorce than 
others due to geographical relationship, economic relationship, or even a post-colonial 
relationship. For example, Malta, a former British colony, has several newspapers with articles 
that reference Brexit and entire sections dedicated to the topic, but countries like the Netherlands 
tend to focus on national stories, with few articles mentioning Brexit (NLtimes, 2018, Times of 
Malta, 2018). These dynamics are much stronger because the EU in many ways is the sum of its 
parts, which in this case is individual countries with independent languages, cultures, and 
historical relationships to other nations in the European Union.  
In addition, the recent political climate in Europe has been overwhelmingly populist with 
major focuses on national interests. In particular, the climate over the EU has been nationalistic 
with a rise in far-right parties looking to dismantle the EU from the inside. With more members 
of the far-right elected to the European Parliament, their presence has become more important 
and noteworthy. Looking at the Brexit negotiations from a Brussels perspective would neglect 
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the overarching national stories that speak louder than the messages portrayed during plenary. 
While they are ideological allies, far-right parties are looking for their exit as well and might 
have a different approach to the result of the negotiations if they hope to someday have a similar 
outcome. 
Looking at national discourse, we should expect to see that nationalist language, historical 
ties, and Franco-English relations are emphasized more than other nations and that Brexit is an 
accurate case of disintegration associated with intergovernmentalism. There will be an absence 
of emphasis on Brussels, but rather a deeper connection with national government’s involvement 
in the divorce. In looking towards my data, I should expect to see both France and the UK 
mentioning each other in their discourse while discussing Brexit.  
In looking to the theory of intergovernmentalism as a means to explain the Brexit 
negotiations, there are a series of hypotheses that I plan to see in the findings of this thesis. First 
off, I expect France to play a larger role than other nations in the Brexit negotiations and other 
countries will not be mentioned in conjunction with these articles. Intergovernmentalism 
explains integration through nations as the main actors and for this reason, France is the main 
actor as opposed to Emmanuel Macron or another figure.  Intergovernmentalism also explains 
the tension between Britain and France as opposed to the UK and the EU because it assumes the 
EU is a compact of nation-states. In this scenario, Brussels is insignificant and the relationship 
between the nation-states is more important. As was already mentioned, the historical 
relationship between France and the United Kingdom is one of turmoil and unrest. For this 
reason, one can expect to see France having deeper interests in their decision to leave, as there is 
a lot of historical tumult. If we assume intergovernmentalism is the operational theory, adding 
states to the picture, some things matter and other do not. Because intergovernmentalism is being 
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used, we can add history to the list of things that matter. One might anticipate history having an 
impact because the question of leadership is left to the states and these two states have a distinct, 
rocky relationship.  In addition to deep-rooted historical ties, France has a lot of pennies in the 
UK basket, as they are economically linked in a number of ways. In compliance with the goals 
established by the European Union, the movement of people, goods, services and capital has 
made the Brexit negotiations even more important for France. I expect to see in my research both 
the French and English unsure of how to proceed in their relationship as their citizens would 
ideally like to continue their cross-cultural partnerships. I believe that the financial implications 
of Brexit are going to be an important topic of discussion in relation to each other. I also expect 
to find little mention of other country’s interests in these discussions, as this would disprove 




CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY  
 
In order to test this series of hypotheses, I plan to examine a platform that speaks on 
behalf of the nations and is the main way to analyze what the public digests around the subject: 
paid, circulated newspapers.  
In determining the best type of research, it helps to determine the purpose of the study 
and what one would like to gauge from the research. If the researcher is attempting to answer a 
question that requires a numerical analysis, a quantitative study best suits their needs. According 
to Marshall and Rossman, determining the purpose of a research assignment can often be a 
logical first step in determining which style of research is best for a particular subject (Marshall 
& Rossman, 2014). While they view this relationship laterally, other researchers view the 
purpose of research as being a part of a multi-faceted model of research design where the 
purpose aligns with the conceptual context and the validity of the subject (Flick, 2008).  
In looking to my research question, (How are the Brexit negotiations the next 
battleground for French-UK relations and on which platforms are these battles taking place?) it 
made more sense to go for a qualitative approach in analyzing the type of information given to 
the public. For this reason, it was most logical to analyze newspapers from each country to 
determine they type of information that the public is consuming.  While there are aspects of 
analyzing newspapers that would benefit from a numerical analysis, tone, word selection and 
references are vital to understanding the situation and this is something a quantitative study 




As mentioned by Gilbert Ryle in 1949 and reinforce by Clifford Geertz in 1973, 
qualitative research is formidable when using “thick descriptions” (Geertz, 1973). Thick 
descriptions, “refers to a detailed description of actual behavior, typically resulting from 
ethnography, sufficient to permit the reader to see below surface appearances by offering an 
understanding of underlying patterns and context that give the information meaning” (Leeds-
Hurwitz, 2015). In studying newspaper articles, thick descriptions proved to be invaluable as I 
progressed, due to my ability to deduct further meaning from the headlines, political cartoons, 
photo montages and articles themselves. Newspapers have previously been with thick 
descriptions in The Anthropology of the State: A Reader (Gupta, 2009).  Many other researchers 
have utilized thick descriptions to capture the authenticity of an original document. In the case of 
Thick Authenticity: New Media and Authentic Learning, Shaffer and Resnick examine how 
‘authentic’ has been overused in education without fully understanding the context of the word. 
Their study suggests splits authentic education into four categories; categories that they 
established through the use of thick descriptions and deep analysis of literature on authentic 
education (Shaffer & Resnick, 1999). The use of thick descriptions in thematic news discourse 
analysis is incredibly beneficial to truly understanding the extent to which the French are 
involved in Brexit. 
For the purposes of examining the complexity of French-UK relations, it is crucial to use 
a qualitative approach to best understand the nuance. Beuving and De Vries point out that, 
“Qualitative analysis is sometimes frowned upon as an art more than a craft. The procedures 
seem opaque to some, and the outcome therefore difficult to replicate” (Beuving & Devries, 
2015). They then go on to describe a formulaic process for analyzing naturalistic inquiry and 
how to render a qualitative process, scientific. For this research, a deep-rooted analysis of 
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individual articles is more practical in terms of explaining why the French and British 
newspapers report on the stories they do in the way they have, despite it being potentially useful 
to quantify certain aspects of their relationship. In a quantitative study, examining newspapers 
would reveal a certain amount of information that would be pertinent to a binary response to the 
question of French interest in Brexit negotiations. While I would be able to report the number of 
articles mentioning French interest, the percentage at which national interests arose in these 
newspapers and possibly quantify the word choice in each article, the nuance of the articles 
would disappear. “As compared to quantitative inquiry, the goal of all qualitative inquiry is to 
understand a phenomenon, rather than to make generalizations from the study sample to the 
population based on statistical inference” (Forman, 2007, 41).  
In this research, I aim to answer the reasoning behind the Hexagon’s2 fascination with 
British departure and why this is so important to think about for the future of the success of the 
relationship between the European Union and the United Kingdom. The comparison between 
France and the UK, as we have seen in the literature review, is an old tale filled with deceit, war, 
alliance, and reconciliation. In a study aiming to assess how these historical ties are influencing a 
modern issue, it is very unlikely that a quantitative story would be able to tell the complete story. 
Numbers cannot explain a nuanced ending to a war or even the reasons for the UK leaving in the 
first place. There is a large amount of interpretation required to fully grasp the nuance of the 
Brexit negotiations and computers are unable to process such abstract content.  
Within the scope of qualitative research, there are thousands of research designs that 
could encompass the tools needed to answer questions from diverse researchers. In looking at 
                                               




how international interests impact supranational negotiations, I wanted to see how the average 
farmer, the high-end politician and the school teacher understand the negotiations. The best way 
to examine this is to look at what they are reading in the news. News discourse analysis is a 
growing discipline within qualitative research, as, “It can also stimulate a research paradigm 
within mass communication that sees textual analysis not only as a method of research—for 
example, in the study of media effects—but also as an autonomous endeavor toward the 
construction of a sound theory of media discourse.” (van Dijk, 1983).  This form of analysis is 
becoming increasingly more popular because print journalism or more recently online 
newspapers, along with television and radio, are some of the most common ways that people 
understand what is happening in the world (Mitchell et al., 2018). In looking at a news article, 
there is microanalysis and thematic analysis. For microanalysis, every word is analyzed, counted 
and catalogued for meaning (Bell & Smith, 2013), whereas thematic analysis looks at the attitude 
of the article as a whole and separates individual articles into categorical themes (van Dijk, 
1983). After analyzing several articles, I determined it would be better to separate articles via 
thematic news discourse analysis to determine reasoning behind French interest in the British 
divorce from the European Union. The articles naturally fell into these categories because they 
are the most crucial in understanding why France is involved with Brexit and journalists are 
writing about them the most.  
The hypotheses were tested through thematic news discourse analysis looking at most-
circulated, paid newspapers in France and the United Kingdom to determine if France has a 
larger role in Brexit than the EU as a whole. In order to best respond to my research question, my 
first step in acquiring data was to identify the parameters with which I would gather my data. For 
the logistical necessity of examining an ongoing, current event, I chose to examine newspapers 
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articles between May 5th, 2016, the date when David Cameron officially announced the date of 
the Brexit referendum and December 31st, 2017.  These dates allow me to access a large amount 
of data and accurately depict the attitudes of French and British reporters on the situation as it 
unfolds. Following the selection of dates came the procedure to determine which newspapers 
would be the most representative of readership in these countries3. From France, I looked at Le 
Figaro, Le Monde and Les Echos and from the United Kingdom, I examined articles from The 
Sun, The Daily Mail and The Daily Mirror. In looking at these newspapers, I only examined 
articles that mentioned both France and the United Kingdom4, as other articles did not pertain to 
my study.  
I expected, in connection with my hypothesis, that the headlines, word choice and other 
literary tools would appear throughout the papers. The newspapers in question might render 
certain responses that are important to note. Given their political biases5, some newspapers may 
trend towards extremes to accomplish their goal of achieving more readers. Flashy headlines 
with loaded language might be something to expect, as headlines lead to purchases to finish 
reading the complete story. Similarly, some of these newspapers have tabloid-news tendencies. 
The Sun and the Daily Mirror tend to use shock factors to attain readers. This is important to 
note before analyzing the data because this could be perceived as stronger sentiments. From 
these newspapers, it would be likely to see loaded language, exaggerated quotes and 
capitalizations.  
After a comprehensive analysis in looking at all of the data, it was clear that the stories 
coalesced around three distinct nodes of discussion. The articles fit best into three different 
                                               
3 See Appendices 1 and 2 for newspaper selection procedures. 
4 La France et le Royaume-Unis for French Articles. 
5 See Appendix 3 
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thematic categories, or battlegrounds, that encompass France’s national involvement and these 
categories arose from an unbiased discovery of the patterns that exist within Brexit articles in the 
three newspapers. The nodes that will be discussed are economic, linked to potentials for 
advancement in geopolitical leadership and through discussion of deep-seeded, historical ties 
between France and the United Kingdom.  
In looking at each article, I analyzed several different components to assess the nature of 
the article. For the purposes of examining the complexity of French-UK relations, this research is 
based on a qualitative approach to best understand the nuance associated with the complicated 
relationships that exist in this puzzle. While it would certainly be useful to quantify certain 
aspects of their relationships, it is more beneficial to analyze my data based on content and word 
choice.  
To analyze the articles, I followed a series of steps to determine which theme to put them 
in. First, I looked at the title of the article and the vocabulary used to grab the attention of 
readers.  From here, I analyzed the overall theme of the article and separated it into thematic 
categories that came after analyzing several articles from each newspaper. The analysis also 
looks at tone, sarcasm, context, diction and external references to fully understand the 






CHAPTER 4: RESULTS 
 
The following section looks at the results of thematic news discourse analysis, which by 
definition, separates news articles based on content to analyze. The following results will be split 
into three main categories corresponding with the thematic clusters that I identified after 
gathering all of the data. First, they will look at the economic implications of the Brexit for 
France and why there are significant mentions of the financial stipulations of the divorce for both 
France and the United Kingdom. Following the economic impacts, the results show the Brexit 
negotiations serve as a public relations platform for France, as the British exit has paved the way 
for French leadership positions both in the European Union and on a National level. The last 
main category that these articles fell into was a connection between the current situation and the 
historical relationship between the two nations. These three categories are fitting for explaining 
the role of France in the UK exit because they are international in nature and were the topics that 
appeared the most in looking at all of the articles from this time period. The following graphic 
separates these themes into a comprehensive visual showing the relationship between the main 




Figure 1: Graphical Representation of Thematic Categories established with Thematic News Discourse Analysis 
 
Theme One: Economics 
After examining French and British newspapers, it seems that there are three main categories 
that explain France’s interest in the result of the Brexit negotiations. The first main motivation 
from France’s perspective are the economic stipulations for both countries. While the public 
sector is overwhelmingly pro-European integration and the continuation of a united Europe, the 
private sector is a bit more candid in their discourse on the benefits of a UK-free EU. There are 
three main aspects to the economic implications of the Brexit negotiations for France. The first is 
the future location of the European Banking Authority, which is currently located in London. For 
the UK, the future of these banks is very crucial to many citizens who work there, as well as 
those who have personal stakes in the success of the European Banking Authority. This is 
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important for the French because there have been discussions of moving these banks across the 
English Channel to Paris.   
In discussing the economic distaste between the two countries, an article in Le Figaro 
discussed Paris rejoicing at the failure of the UK in terms of their banking system due to the 
transfer of UK banks heading back into the European Union by reestablishing in Paris. Not only 
is Paris happy to welcome some of these London banks, but they have started a campaign to 
these banks and companies to have them come to Paris. A memo was published in the Mail on 
Sunday and was mentioned in this article where Jeremy Browne, a British liberal democrat said, 
“Rencontre avec le gouverneur de la banque centrale française a été la pire que j'ai eue dans 
l'UE. Ils sont en faveur du Brexit le plus dur possible. Ils veulent des perturbations. Ils cherchent 
activement la désagrégation des services financiers” (Brexit: La City accuse Paris, 2017).6 The 
language here is very accusatory towards France and the author affirms that, “…les Français sont 
heureux de voir les effets négatifs du Brexit sur la City, même si Paris n'en bénéficie pas7” 
(Brexit: La City accuse Paris, 2017). The source that the author is responding to is not listed, 
however, it is clear that the author believes this to be personal and rebuts saying these claims are 
absurd. 
In a similarly intensely-worded article, a British journalist headlines her article as PLOT TO 
WRECK BRITAIN France’s ‘plan to use Brexit to destroy the UK’s multi-billion-pound 
economy’ – even if it gains nothing. The accusatory title only begins to outline the intensity of 
her argument as she describes the French agenda as, “Arrogant French ministers and banking 
                                               
6 The meeting with the governor of the French Central Bank was the worst that I have had in the 
European Union. They are in favor of the hardest Brexit possible. They want disruptions. They 
are actively looking for a desegregation of Financial services in the EU. 
7 The French are happy to see the negative effects of Brexit on the City, even if Paris doesn’t 
benefit from it.  
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chiefs are plotting to use Brexit to destroy the London’s world-leading financial sector” (Vonow, 
2017). The language in this article does not seek to convey anything besides general 
dissatisfaction for France and their “attack” on the British financial sector. The author uses terms 
like “adversary” to describe France’s view of the UK. The article further indicates that talks 
between May and Macron are not as cordial as expressed by their publicity teams and May 
speaks of France as having ulterior motives to undermine the UK. All of this to say, Vonow was 
not aiming this article towards any other member-state of the EU, nor any other country in 
general. A British reader would look at this and gather the knowledge that France is largely 
responsible for shifting economic ties with their country and the EU.   
What is not presented in these documents is any indication of the actual cost of the UK to the 
European Union. The dynamic of France and the UK is certainly present and something that is 
being talked about quite frequently. However, there are few indications of what the EU will lose 
in the British divorce. For the European Union integration project to continue, there are funds 
that will need to be replaced, leadership roles to be filled and new finances to reallocate. Despite 
how large of a cost this must be for them, there is little mention of this from French newspapers 
and the UK seems financially preoccupied with the French “destroying” their economy despite 
few economic gains on their part. In addition, the United Kingdom is losing a great deal of 
benefits from their formal withdrawal such as tariff-free access to the Free market, visa-free 
travel for British citizens and their membership accounts for roughly four to five percent of the 
British GDP (Sykes & Dickinson, 2018). One would expect this to be something frequently 
discussed as well. That being said, the focus has mainly remained on the involvement of the 
French in the future of the British economy.  
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Another aspect of the French economy feeling the effects of the Brexit negotiations is 
associated with the maritime border. For border purposes, the English Channel is under British 
ownership and border controls must take place in France for people to pass into the UK. With 
decreased cooperation from the UK’s perspective, French fisherman fear that the Brexit will 
lessen their access to fish in British waters. In an article published in le Figaro, French fisherman 
are colluding with fisherman from other countries who are very concerned about the future of 
their businesses. One in every three fish caught in the EU comes from the English Channel and 
British waters (Pourquoi les pêcheurs, 2017). While fishing does not represent a majority of the 
economic gain for any country in the EU, it will have significant consequences for individual 
fisheries who service the EU. To further express their point, France, Germany, Belgium, 
Denmark, Spain, Ireland, the Netherlands, Poland and Sweden formed an organization called the 
European Fisheries Alliance, with France at the bow (Pourquoi les pêcheurs, 2017).  
On the other side of this argument, the UK seems to be readily willing to accept the 
responsibility of cornering the market on fish that can only be caught in their regions. The 
Environment Secretary of the UK, Michael grove hinted gleefully at the UK’s newfound position 
in the fishing business as a “sea of opportunity” (Dathan, 2017).  Scottish and Northern Irish 
fishing officials were some of the loudest voices for the leave campaign, as they understood both 
the economic and environmental implication of liberating British waters. For the UK, this will 
increase other nations dependency on the UK for fish and can be one tool used by them to render 
a trade deal in their favor. The Chief Executive of the Scottish Fisherman’s Federation Bureau 
ensure the journalist and the British people reading this article that a “No Deal” scenario would 
benefit the UK immensely and cause economic disparities to some of their other European 
counterparts. While France is not significantly mentioned in his statement, one can assume with 
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France heading the European Fisheries Alliance, he was directing his message to them.  As the 
Brexit negotiations continue to develop over the next year and a half, it will be interesting to note 
if the economic advantage sought by France with Banks and the UK with fishing will come 
through. 
Another article refuses to acknowledge the fishing alliance and considers the question of 
fishing to be overwhelmingly national between France and the United Kingdom. According to 
Leguetel, Normandy is overwhelmingly dependent on British waters and fishermen are worried 
about the future of their businesses. Around half of all fish sold in France come from British 
waters and depending on the decision of a hard or soft Brexit, which is not yet determined, 
fisherman could be losing significant fishing territory. It is difficult to believe that these 
negotiations are not deeply personal between France and the UK as the fishing alliance was not 
even mentioned here. The concern in this article lies heavily on France and the protection of the 
French government (Leguetel, 2017).  
 One of the major questions associated with the financial implication of Brexit is the 
relocation of French and British citizens from the UK and France, respectively. A region of 
France, Dordogne is often nicknamed Dordogenshire due to the large volume of British citizens 
who have retired there. Some are even playing off the name and calling rapid resettlement the 
Brexodus as British citizens are desperately trying to affirm their place in France (Beattie, 2017). 
As a general trend, it appears the mentality of expats has shifted drastically from the debut of 
negotiations to the situation now. Many were concerned with the new presidency and how 
Emmanuel Macron was going to stick to his promises of facilitating a smooth transition for 
“français d’outre manche,” or French living on the other side of the English Channel. Based on 
the anti-euro sentiment, financial analyst Simon says "For the first time in twenty-two years in 
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London, if I were offered to return to Paris, I would consider seriously. Frankly, I do not want to 
live in a country that told me clearly that he did not want me " (Albert, 2017). 
 A British article shows a similar story detailing the Britons looking to guard their EU 
passports. In talking with the Brits, they insisted that they are not interested in losing their British 
passports, but they do not wish to lose their privileges, homes and legal statuses in living in the 
European Union. These expats have decided to pursue the matter with the European Court of 
Justice and are awaiting the phase in the negotiations to take place in order to secure their 
position. They have won on the national level, but based on supremacy, must also win in the 
ECJ. In this squatter’s-rights lawsuit, the five expats, “…argue they have EU rights that must be 
protected no matter what Britain's future relationship with the Brussels club is” (Ferguson, 
2017).  
 This dynamic does not exist on the opposing side because most French nationals that 
have settled in the UK choose to reside in common spaces of international influence: city centers. 
London, Manchester, Birmingham and Leeds hold the majority of French nationals; therefore, 
they are not concerned for their town. However, they are in a similar situation to British expats in 
France because they are being used as “bargaining chips” in the Brexit negotiations (Albert, 
2016). The economic stipulations for both countries complicate the negotiations because they are 
linked in so many ways. Moving forward, it will be interesting to not how they progress and 
what type of financial relationship they will have. 
Theme Two: International Leadership 
In addition to France’s deep-rooted motivation to excel for economic gains, the Brexit is 
leaving a gap in EU politics, as one of the largest countries is vacating their membership. 
Without their voice throughout European institutions, there is an opportunity for countries to 
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excel into a leadership position and France is on the forefront to take over said position. This is 
largely due to the UK being one of the main leaders of the EU. Due to their population size, they 
have a larger say and can be very influential in facilitating decision-making in the EU. The 
European Commission decided shortly after the referendum vote in the UK to appoint Michel 
Barnier, a Frenchman, to the role of Chief negotiator for the proceedings on the United 
Kingdom’s exit from the European Union. He was appointed to this role on the 1st of October 
2016. He is in charge of leading a “Task force for the preparation and conduct of the negotiations 
under Article 50 TEU” (Taskforce on Article 50 negotiations with the United Kingdom, 2017). 
As a part of the Commission, the chief negotiator is responsible for maintaining swift and 
pertinent negotiations within the two-year period while complying with EU law. His role in the 
deliberations is crucial as the main voice of the EU within the Commission. Within the context 
of UK press, Michel Barnier is oftentimes portrayed as the enemy of Great Britain. For example, 
some of the main headlines read: BREXIT BLACKMAIL Michel Barnier hints talks on a Brexit 
trade deal will collapse if the UK doesn’t sign up to ALL European rules (Gye & Cole, 2017), 
BARN ROAR Brussels’ chief EU negotiator Michel Barnier ‘happy to push Britain into a hard 
Brexit in punishment for leaving Europe’ (Kerr, 2017), and Michel Barnier happy for hard Brexit 
to PUNISH UK for leaving based on ‘ancient rivalry’ (Sholli, 2017). These titles do not suggest 
a content UK and the articles that follow are heavily worded against Barnier.  
Despite being the spokesperson for the Commission on Brexit, he is oftentimes blamed 
for the opinions of the whole with phrases like, “Mr. Barnier warned that the UK could not rely 
on Brussels and the other countries involved to help it ‘roll over’, or continue, the 750 EU 
international agreements during the transition period” and “His stance is a blow to the 
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Confederation of British Industry,” (Groves & Ledwith, 2017). This is not the only instance 
where Barnier is the scapegoat for British aggression towards the Commission.  
In more recent developments regarding the negotiations, Phillippe Bernard reports 
“Michel Barnier imposes his own calendar on Theresa May.” In her discourse, May has spoken 
of keeping the United Kingdom’s current rate on the budget, which extends well past the date of 
its expiration. December 31 2020 will be the official end of the current EU budget and Barnier is 
insisting that May continue to pay, despite the two-year exit period terminating the 30th of March 
2019. The way this article shapes their relationship, it notes the dominance of Barnier over not 
only Theresa May, but the city of London and the country (Bernard, 2017).  
Emmanuel Macron has also risen to be quite the advocate for French and European 
interests in light of the Brexit negotiations as well. As the president of France, elected just two 
months after the declaration of Article 50, Macron continues to reinforce his Europhilic ideals in 
a very public manner. To a French audience, Macron is serving as a driving force to enhance and 
continue negotiations. Le Figaro reports positively that Macron is balancing accurately the role 
between national interests and supranational interests in iterating certain statements such as, “We 
are very vigilant to defend the interests of the European Union in this context” (Brexit: Le 
Royaume-Unis doit réaliser « des progrès », 2017).8 The idea that the French president even has 
enough leverage and determination to speak on behalf of Europe when he was not assigned a 
leadership role says a lot about the way in which he has inserted himself into the European 
spotlight.  
British readers see Macron in a different light with the headline, EVER CLOSER UNION 
Emmanuel Macron blasts Brexit and calls for common EU budget, border police and taxes in 
                                               
8 Translation by Emilee McArdle 
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latest move to increase eurocrats’ power (Cole, 2017).  During a period of increased uncertainty 
regarding the future of Europe, Macron is using the media and speeches to convey a sense of 
calm and leadership. According to Cole, the president’s discourse often ignores the legitimacy of 
the Brexit stating "’In a few years, if it so wishes, Britain could regain its place’ inside his new 
simplified EU” and making several references to the idealistic revamping of the European 
project projected by Macron and his political party, En Marche. Cole also references Macron 
having a particular advantage for the European scene, as he is just beginning his presidency and 
unlike Angela Merkel or other larger players in Europe, he can afford to be the leader of 
European discourse. The tone throughout this piece suggests a disinterest in the way Macron is 
using Brexit to assert himself as an important international actor. While this is certainly 
advantageous for him, his interests and motives are not exactly clear, as the objective as a 
politician remains to be elected to another term.  
Macron is seen in a position directly related to May as “Theresa May to hand France £45 
million for border controls sparking fresh Tory row as Brexit looms” (Singh, Smith & Bloom, 
2017). The authors frame this story as Theresa May walking with hat in hand to unwillingly 
deposit the cash in exchange for furthering cooperation and the famous Bayeux tapestry. The 
Bayeux Tapestry is one of the oldest depictions of the Norman conquest of the UK. There is a lot 
of significance to the tapestry because it is incredibly well-preserved and details a critical 




Figure 2: Segment of Bayeux Tapestry, Scene one:  King Edward the Confessor and Harold Godwinson at Winchester. 
 
Throughout the article, May receives constant scrutiny for being too focused on mending 
French relations as opposed to sending the funds to the Dover front line. Other critics do not 
believe the funding to be enough, as with recent disbanding of the Calais refugee camp, 
President Macron will be seeking more financial assistance from the British, given that they did 
not accept nearly as many migrants as they originally stated (Singh, Smith & Bloom, 2017). This 
is showing the dominance of Macron as a leader because he is portrayed as having the upper 
hand. While he is looking to improve the EU, this matter is particularly associated with France 
and the UK together.   
Theme Three: History 
France has clearly flexed their leadership muscles in the hopes of taking the place of a 
former United Kingdom, but their motivations can also be tied to the lengthy history between 
France and the UK. After numerous battles, philosophical differences and general distaste 
between the two nations. France and Great Britain are not typically the most cordial of member-
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states within the European Union. As was mentioned in the literature, the rapport between these 
two nations can be characterized as ever-changing, fragile and malleable. In consulting numerous 
articles, this complexity is apparent on both the British and French sides. One of the major 
qualms that the two countries have disagreed over is prominence of language. As a former 
linguistic powerhouse, France is still sensitive to the dominance of English at the turn of the 20th 
century (Gallix, 2013).  
In an article from The Sun, the author discussed Robert Ménard, a French mayor 
attempting to rid the European Union of the English language claiming it “no longer has any 
legitimacy in Brussels” and that “France has a strained relationship with the English language” 
(Cox, 2016). Despite the opinions of this angered journalist, English is still the most widely 
spoken secondary language in the European Union and serves as an official language to many 
countries (Ammon, 2006). The dynamic of English is a conversation that is taking place in 
multiple journals and is clear across many facets of the negotiations. Coverage of the language 
issue is even seen in the financial paper, Les Echos. The author criticizes the English language, 
saying it lacks the ability to serve as a language that would positively reflect the “image of 
Europeans9”(Vincent, 2016).Language is consistently becoming an issue in talks for Brexit, 
when Michel Barnier, chief negotiator for the EU, claimed he would conduct all negotiations in 
French, as English should no longer be an official language of the European Union. Clearly, the 
question of the legitimacy of language is a sensitive one because the position of English has 
radically changed and in many ways, has replaced French (Crystal, 2012, 36).  
One aspect of their rivalry that is a main motivator for French investment in the Brexit is 
the economic implications associated with the UK’s previous dominance over France in certain 
                                               
9 Og. L’image des européens. 
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markets. (Audreau, 2017). Specifically, in the domain of video games, France was once a lead 
producer throughout Europe and was replaced by the UK in the mid 2000’s. Given the major tax 
increase that is occurring in the UK, France is hoping to take back this industry which was 
formerly theirs. Additionally, France declared major tax reductions for all video game producers 
in an effort to boost innovation and company relocation to the Hexagon.  
A battle that mainly targets the United Kingdom: with Brexit, France believes it has a 
card to play to attract major studios and development projects. Following the bursting of 
the Internet bubble, France, number 1 in Europe before England until 2001, saw its sector 
of 15,000 professionals melt more than two-thirds in ten years, before stabilizing at 
beginning of 2010. It now has just over 5,000 direct jobs in production. According to the 
latest edition of the annual video game barometer in France, 750 job creations were 
expected last year. (Audreau, 2017)10 
Some of the vocabulary in this article implies a ‘this is war’ mentality, or a sense of 
competitiveness, as the UK is framed as the enemy who stole a major market from France. They 
lost their market to the UK and with this wording, deserve to have it back. Taking advantage of 
these tax cuts and welcoming more companies to locate their video game investment in France 
has become a way to vindicate the loss they felt so heavily following the rearrangement of their 
market.  
                                               
10 Une bataille qui vise surtout le Royaume-Uni : avec le Brexit, la France estime avoir une carte 
à jouer pour attirer les grands studios et les projets de développements. A la suite de l’éclatement 
de la bulle Internet, la France, numéro 1 européen devant l’Angleterre jusqu’en 2001, avait vu sa 
filière de 15 000 professionnels fondre de plus des deux tiers en dix ans, avant de se stabiliser au 
début des années 2010. Elle compte aujourd’hui un peu plus de 5 000 emplois directs dans la 
production. Selon la dernière édition du baromètre annuel du jeu vidéo en France, 750 créations 




 In a similar fashion, a headline reads, Brexit: The Woes of Arrogance. The article 
continues with “Negotiations around maintaining Britain in the European Union are parasitized 
by British insolence and the pride of European leaders. Both sides despise the abyss that 
threatens them” (Brexit : les malheurs de l’arrogance, 2016). 11While the writing is anonymous, 
the journalist from Les Echos expresses their sentiments towards the United Kingdom as 
“arrogant,” “parasitic,” “blind to the possible consequences of an exit,” and wonders “why 
should we worry about Brexit when they have never fully entered?” This article is filled with 
animosity and makes references to John Lackland and the Magna Carta in 1215 to prove that the 
politically liberal nation is masked by a conservative agenda with little regard for their 
membership to the Union. For the author, the UK’s lack of respect for the union in which it is a 
member is directly disrespectful to France, as it is a country that honors the commitments made 
in the European Union (Brexit : Les malheurs de l’arrogance, 2016). 
Another major historical component that could explain France’s leadership role in the 
Brexit negotiations is related to the personal stake that they have in the EU and since there has 
never been a country to officially exit, the uncertainty associated with the UK divorce could 
compromise the France’s future in the EU. An article in Le Figaro has a rather weighted title 
which translates to Brexit: Five Reasons Why They Want to Leave Us. In essence, this article 
uses an us/them mentality to convey how the intentions of the UK could be detrimental to the 
future of France. The article breaks their reasoning down into five separate categories: 
Controlling immigration, restoring national sovereignty, leaving a ship that is taking on water, 
break free from regulations from Brussels, and to open up their trading opportunities with the 
                                               
11 Translated from Brexit : les malheurs de l'arrogance Les négociations autour du maintien de la 
Grande-Bretagne dans l'Union européenne sont parasitées par l'insolence britannique et l'orgueil 
des dirigeants européens. Les deux camps méprisant l'abîme qui les menace. (Translation Mine). 
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rest of the world (Collomp, 2016). In these five categories, they seem to be focused more on UK-
EU relations, and yet, France is taking them as a personal attack on their place in the EU. This is 
due in part to their fragile history and inability to get along in a national context. France feels a 
sense of personal responsibility towards the European Union, as one of the 6 founding members, 
and the UK is threatening not only the future of the EU, but something that France was crucially 
responsible for building.  
The historical relationship between France and the UK through the Brexit negotiations is 
also being facilitated through the physical trade of certain items across the channel. In the case of 
the Bayeux tapestry, the French have attempted to use this piece of artwork as a bargaining chip 
to achieve a financial settlement. Located in the Normandy region of France, the Bayeux tapestry 
has not returned back to England in over 950 years (Singh, Smith & Bloom, 2017). It is a 
physical representation of the historical ties between the two countries because the image 
presented on the tapestry shows the events preceding the conquest of England by the Normans 
and the Battle of Hastings. The exact history of the tapestry is unclear, but it was rumored to be 
commissioned and produced in England and stolen back by France (Lewis, 1999). The exchange 
of the tapestry for the border money as much symbolic as it is transactional. Essentially, the 
tapestry is being returned to its original home, symbolizing a peace offering and a measure of 
good faith as the UK proceeds into unchartered waters. This is an incredible show of soft power 
because Macron’s offer was both political and generous. Knowing that an Anglo-French summit 
was on the horizon, this move was intended to prime the UK before discussing Brexit and other 
international matters (Bernard, 2017).    
A long-term journalist of Les Echos writes a call to France with the headline Notre Dame 
du Brexit, Our lady of Brexit. The reference comes from the famous cathedral that lies in the 
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heart of Paris, but in this particular article, it refers to an airport in Nantes that has decidedly 
been deconstructed after years of negotiations. In the article, Eric le Boucher demands that the 
United Kingdom take after France in their negotiations. According to him, the British are too 
uptight about upholding the two-year time frame and that an accurate, beneficial agreement will 
not be met in the strict time limit. He compares the disorganization of the Brexit with the analogy 
of rushing the demolition of a building without considering all potential uses for the space. In his 
frustration he claims, “ 
In short, the Brexiters had to yield on everything, which does not correspond exactly to 
the renewed sovereignty they had announced. After eighteen months of negotiations with 
Brussels, a compromise has finally been reached on the terms of the divorce. But the 
work of Brexit airport is still far from starting, we must first find an agreement on future 
relations between Britain and the European Union and find a system that allows living in 
the transition period. None of this is ready (Le Boucher, 2017). 
The lack of confidence in the politicians on the British side has prompted this response that 
creates a sense of urgency in recognizing the disorganization of the negotiations. Despite the 
two-year time crunch in conjunction with Article 50, the author insists that they rushed into this 
and therefore will not attain a good deal.  
Another historic disproval comes from a personal letter published in the Daily Mail 
where a headline reads, “De Gaulling! 'French tourist's' scathing Brexit letter causes outrage over 
his 'disgust' at the British people he had the 'displeasure to meet' - adding he is 'glad the UK can 
stop sabotaging EU'” (Boyle, 2017). Throughout the article, there are excerpts of the letter 
written in disapproval of the country as a whole and many references to the UK no longer fitting 
the role of the European project. The tourist quotes Charles De Gaulle saying “'the British are an 
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island race and never have been... European at heart’” and claimed that the people of Devon fit 
this same claim. He continued on to say, “After the fall of France in 1940 with the British army 
having scurried back over the channel with their tails between their legs leaving France to her 
fate Von Ribbentrop, the then German foreign minister, looking toward Dover told the French, " 
…our common enemy now lies over there and as far as I am concerned Europe's enemy 
still does. Therefore, I am glad the British have chosen to leave the European Project, it 
now means France along with Germany can move forward as one, without having to look 
back over the channel as to what the British will do next to sabotage the centuries-old 
dream of unity. (Boyle, 2017) 
Clearly, there are several historical mentions in this letter that are associated with the writer’s 
distaste with the UK in general. The independent councilor of Fremington retorts in defending 
the kind people of the town by saying, 
The school children at the local primary school are recognized by Ofsted for their 
politeness, kind nature and welcome visitors to the school and take great pride in their 
school. Our annual music festival also welcomes visitors from far and wide with open 
arms. I do not know who our French visitor met on his visit, but my local enquiries have 
not turned up any one official, including members of the twinning association, but I 
would very much like to invite him to come again so I can show him the true Fremington 
if he wishes to do so. (Boyle, 2017). 
This overly polite response is very appropriate in looking to the letter from the visitor. He 
abruptly insulted their town and the whole of the country to prove his point and the independent 
councilor was simply trying to mend the image he tainted, as well as welcome him back in for  
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The complexity of thousands of years of history between two nations cannot be summed 
up into a 1500-character newspaper article, however many journalists have taken on the task in 
looking at the complexity of this relationship by noting the linguistic position between French 
and English, the long-winded animosity amongst Brits and Frenchmen, as well as the physical 









CHAPTER 5: SYNTHESIS 
 
As was made apparent by the results of the research, France has an overwhelming stake 
in the Brexit negotiations, which is both personal and necessary for the future of the relationship 
between the two countries. After seeing all of the data from the 6 newspapers together, the 
articles naturally fell into three distinct categories, or battlegrounds, on which the negotiations 
are affecting French national interest. From the fiscal, monetary and business aspects, to 
extensive opportunities to showcase France as an important international actor, to the continuous 
rivalry between the countries with references to their convoluted past, the Brexit negotiations are 
seen to be significantly more national than supranational.  
An interesting trend that occurred across all thematic categories was the type of language 
being used. Oftentimes the language was loaded and intended to invoke sentiments in the reader. 
With any newspapers, there are expectations for authors to be conscious of increasing readership 
through accurate reporting, but also through drama and a certain entertainment value. This was 
seen oftentimes throughout these articles because the authors, while sometimes attempting to 
remain impartial, ultimately included language that revealed their personal perceptions of the 
topic. From the UK’s perspective, France is “punishing,” “plotting to wreck Britain,” “in favor of 
the hardest Brexit possible,” etc. Similarly, the French see the UK as “submissive,12” “naïve to 
their own demise,” and “melting more than two-thirds of their professional sector.” The language 
is accusatory on both sides and could be contributing to social unrest between French and British 
citizens. In examining newspapers from Germany discussing Brexit, it would be unlikely to find 
                                               
12 These quotes can be found in the results section. 
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this unwarranted, loaded language because of the absence of a personal connection to the 
country.  
 
Given that the countries are neighbors, there are several economic factors that are playing 
a huge role in these negotiations. Split between several phases of negotiations, the economic 
relationship between the UK and France post-Brexit is still very unclear. That being said, there 
are several financial issues that are being addressed in the press as worrisome to both countries. 
For one, the location of relevant businesses and banks are looking to transfer from London to 
Paris. As seen in The Sun article mentioned above, France is accused of plotting to ruin the UK 
“even if it gains nothing” (Vonow, 2017).  The Hexagon has gone as far as to launch a campaign 
to convince British companies, as well as foreign companies with headquarters in London to 
consider transferring their work across the Channel to benefit the French economy and keep 
them within the framework of the European Union trading agreements. Naturally, this campaign 
is very poorly received by the British and celebrated by the French, as was seen in several of the 
articles seen above.  
Another major economic stipulation that these two countries are battling out in the papers 
is the future of the English Channel and the waters off the coast of France. Regarding my 
predictions, it appeared that the response was mixed, in that some articles focused on the 
importance of the fishing coalition and other nation’s stake in those waters, while others ignored 
the coalition and focused solely on France’s role in reclaiming their rights to the water (Pourquoi 
les pêcheurs, 2017) (Leguetel, 2017). Maritime law can also be considered outside the 
jurisdiction of these two countries, as there are separate laws that dictate who is allowed to fish 
where, in what quantities, for which species, etc. Given that this is the case, it was interesting 
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that the French took such a strong interest in writing against the British for “betraying the 
longstanding maritime partnership” (Leguetel, 2017). Going forward, this might suggest that 
France would opt to be more vocal in conveying the need for a soft Brexit, putting the UK in it’s 
good graces to continue to use the waters from which they currently fish. We may also expect to 
see more involvement from countries in the coalition and others outside the European Union 
such as Iceland, Greenland, Norway and the Faroe Islands who have a personal stake in the 
future of the water surrounding the UK (Bailes & Ólafsson, 2017). On the opposite side of the 
Channel, we expect the UK to put up a similar fight because their fisherman have been rallying 
against what they believe to be unfair quotas for over five decades (Dathan, 2017). The Secretary 
of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs of the UK said upon his election to the 
position, “For the first time in more than fifty years we will be able to decide who can access our 
waters. This is an historic first step towards building a new domestic fishing policy as we leave 
the EU” (Nelson, 2017).  
The last main component to consider under the fiscal umbrella that impacts France more 
than other countries in the EU is the question of the future of the citizenship of Brits living in 
France and vice versa. As seen in The Daily Mirror article, Beattie describes le Dordogne as 
Dordogenshire, in reference to the large number of expatriates who choose to settle in France 
(Beattie, 2017). Many citizens are concerned for their future, as the question of citizenship is 
certainly very sensitive. Looking forward, there may be many nationals of both countries 
applying for citizenship in the other because they have relocated their permanently and wish to 
not leave. Others are ready to leave, saying “Frankly, I do not want to live in a country that told 
me clearly that they didn’t want me” (Albert, 2017).  
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While the financial future of both country’s economies created quite the buzz across 
Brexit articles, there are several other categories that emerged in looking at French-UK relations. 
Many articles discussed the shifting dynamic in leadership positions in the EU and in the 
individual countries. Within the context of the European Union, France has become central to the 
negotiations, as the Chief Negotiator for the Brexit comes from France. Michel Barnier, in his 
role within the Commission, has become a famous character to write about because he constantly 
brings national interest and opinion into his discussions, as seen in Kerr, Gye & Coyle and 
Sholli’s publications (Kerr, 2017) (Gye & Coyle, 2017) (Sholli, 2017). While much of the Brexit 
talks are non-transparent, his public statements and opinions are reflected in the papers as 
exhibiting a harsh attitude in negotiations because his main goal is to discover what would be 
best for the EU. Similarly, Emmanuel Macron, president of the Republic of France, has been in 
the spotlight from a national perspective in regard to the deliberations because despite Brussels 
having a large say in several aspects of the Brexit, the historical and economic dependency 
between the two nations requires French involvement to be more present than other nations. One 
could infer that Macron has devoted significant amounts of his time to Theresa May and the 
British divorce because it is a great way for him to improve his standing with the public. Several 
articles examine the dynamic between these two, and almost always mention Macron as having 
the upper-hand (Singh, Smith & Bloom, 2017). Since his entrance to office, his mandate has 
been constantly critiqued and his ratings are very poor. International actorness and opposing the 
Brexit has been a way for Macron to improve his numbers and gain legitimacy with the French 
people as a valiant leader (Meeus, 2018). This says a lot about the persistence of the French in 
relation to the British. They are using a time of transition and difficulty as a platform to excel 
both in the scope of the EU and on an international platform. The advancement of both Michel 
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Barnier and Emmanuel Macron is vital because in this period of transition, there is a vacancy for 
a major part of the EU that is going to be lost following the exit. It will be interesting to see the 
role that Barnier takes on following the discussions, as well as the overall efficacy of Macron’s 
presidency based on his leadership position in the Brexit talks. 
Lastly, the results yielded a unique necessity by many authors to mention the historical 
relationship between the two countries. A standard article typically gives a bit of background, so 
what made this so interesting? The historical connections mentioned were oftentimes depicting 
periods of unrest or points of history with unique connections dating back centuries ago 
(Audreau, 2017).  Some articles looked at a physical object as a form of historical connection 
while others mentioned wars and nightmares of faulty leaders. This was seen clearly in 
examining the Bayeux tapestry as a bargaining chip and the implications this could have for both 
countries as a symbol of the Norman Conquest that has not been returned to the UK in hundreds 
of years (Singh, Smith & Bloom, 2017). Another major dynamic that is often mentioned in 
relation to their history is their sourness over the rise of English as the Lingua Franca of Europe. 
Beginning with the initial appointment of Barnier and his interview declaring all Brexit talks to 
be conducted in French, to an article in the Sun where Robert Ménard, French mayor, claims, 
“English no longer has any legitimacy in Brussels and France has a strained relationship with the 
English language,” it is clear that the advancement of the place of French in Europe is vital to 
France (Cox, 2016) (Crystal, 2012). 
While examining numerous articles, it was compelling that the dynamic of other nations 
with the UK did not come up nearly as frequently. The presence of several nations appeared in a 
minor format. For example. Germany was mentioned simply because it is a larger nation in the 
EU and Angela Merkel is another leader that has deliberated with May. Her role was not 
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significant in shaping any of these articles in the ways that Emmanuel Macron had. Other 
officials that were present were EU representatives and other British leaders. There were few 
mentioning’s of leaders from other countries besides Germany. As my hypothesis predicted, 
France was mentioned more often than all other nations. One dynamic that was apparent was 
Brussels and London together. In referring to the European Union as a whole, journalists 
typically compared the two cities. Based on the formation of the arguments and wording 
associated with this dynamic, the comparison was not because the United Kingdom has a 
particular relationship with Belgium, more so that the two cities represent larger entities, the UK 
and the EU. This dynamic needs to exist because at the heart of the divorce, the UK is leaving 
the EU, not France. This does not entirely debunk intergovernmentalism because the evidence of 
French involvement is overwhelming and it still on many accounts, appears to be a very national 
issue. 
As a general trend, opinion pieces were the ones indicating the strongest emphasis on 
historical relationships. Whether this is related to personal vendettas or ancestral anecdotes that 





CHAPTER 6: CONCLUSIONS  
 
After careful examination of the Brexit negotiations from the perspective of French and 
British newspapers, it is clear that Brexit is taking place on a national platform as opposed to a 
supranational one. This paper has shown mid-negotiations that national interest is not something 
to underestimate and France is taking full advantage of their position as the UK’s neighbor, 
fellow member-state and new-found dominant actor representing all that is intended by the EU. 
In assessing the British divorce from the European Union, it was interesting to see the increased 
mentioning of France and French interests as opposed to the EU or other larger member-states. 
In order to best understand this puzzle, I looked at the Brexit puzzle in search of the answer to 
the subsequent question: In the context of British-French relations, how is Brexit the next 
battleground for French-UK relations and on which battlegrounds are we seeing these battles 
take place? To optimize the process for understanding this question, the research led in the 
direction of the history of the UK within the context of the EU. As a non-interested member of 
the EU, the country has rarely favored furthering integration and their reasoning for leaving was 
not a historic anomaly, given their relentless track record for rejecting pro-EU sentiments. The 
research than focused on the context of the relationship between France and the UK. In looking 
at their historical relationship, it was interesting to see how deeply troubled it had been 
throughout their long-winded past. It appears when the two are getting along, their partnership 
flourishes and they are able to create important     
In future research, it would be beneficial to look to the conclusion of the negotiations to 
examine the degree to which France and UK played out their battles. It is difficult to say with 
absolute certainty if France is going to come out of the negotiations with more power over the 
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UK than other nations. One could replicate this study as the negotiations continue and conclude 
to assess how the news perceived the negotiations and if they play out in a successful manner for 
both countries. In looking to the results and the theory of intergovernmentalism, it is likely this 
relationship will play out such that France will maintain a neutral relationship with the UK and 
will have achieved significant advancements that align with their national interests and the 
success of the EU.  
The most contested aspect to the Brexit in general is the absolute uncertainty as to how 
this is going to impact all actors. With new information surfacing daily, some actors appear 
better equipped to continue out the negotiations, while others lag behind. As seen in this thesis, 
France has taken a particular interest in the Brexit negotiations, more so than other important 
actors in the European Union. The intentions behind French involvement in the UK divorce can 
be separated into three distinct, thematic groupings. Ideally, France is looking to gain the 
economic upper hand through ascertaining that which the UK will lose. Similarly, the UK is 
interested in gains over their EU counterparts by cornering the maritime market in restricting 
access to British waters. Both countries have a stake in the economic well-being of their citizens, 
as well as their expatriates, who are deeply concerned about their economic status, as well as 
their legal status to continue living where they have for so long.  
Another reason for French involvement is based on the attention their country receives 
through their leadership roles. Having the leader of the negotiations and the leader of the French 
Republic as two main voices within the negotiations brings much attention to the country. The 
United Kingdom has also vacated any spaces in the European Union involving the Brexit 
negotiations, giving France space to dominate in the supranational context. Additionally, the 
historical relationship between France and the UK is rarely described in an amicable light. Their 
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long-standing history makes France naturally more curious in British affairs and the weight of 
that history is seen even through the scope of modern newspaper articles today. The linguistic 
rivalry between French and English has surfaced in negotiations and will continue to be a 
disputed point for the future of the official language.   
While Emmanuel Macron has been insistent on his European ideals in that he supports 
increased integration and a strong union, from a bottom-up perspective, the private sectors and 
several outspoken public sectors are strongly supporting a British demise for France’s benefit. 
These three general conclusions about France’s motivations for taking an active role encompass 
a point of further research that would be crucial to study upon the completion of the Brexit 
negotiations. It will be intriguing to see how France’s leadership position has influenced the 
results of the Brexit negotiation and if national actors can indeed have an effect on supranational 
decisions. This question would help verify the accuracy of the three motivations, as well as show 
the influence of France as an EU actor. It would also be beneficial to examine the role of other 
countries within the EU and their influence on the British divorce. 
In looking to the future, it would pertinent to examine the role of actors in dissolution and 
the opportunities it creates for them. In the Brexit negotiations, we witnessed two characters in 
particular rising to positions of leadership and power in relation to the UK leaving. Emmanuel 
Macron is supposed to be representing France and Michel Barnier representing the European 
Union. This relationship is not necessarily what came through, as Michel Barnier oftentimes 
evoked French issues and Macron was seen as the spokesperson of European discourse. In 
looking to future divorces, it would be beneficial to see the expectations and realities of national 
and international representatives and how they relate to their states. The distinction between 
representative and state was not the objective of this thesis, however, it would be a very 
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interesting avenue to explore in future research. This would be interesting because 
representatives have distinct idiosyncrasies, diverse backgrounds, and differing backgrounds, as 
well as flaws and in some cases, pride. There is a human element to leaders that states do not 
possess.  
It will also be crucial to the look into the role of national interest in relationships of 
divorce. The theory of intergovernmentalism has historically only been used in conjunction with 
the expansion of the European Union, but the principles could be applied to other international 
organizations. Mercosur, for example, the trade bloc in South America, could expand from their 
current four full members by national actors calling for expansion. There are several associate 
countries and observer countries that could benefit from the trading bloc with further integration, 
but there must be a push from nations currently involved. Intergovernmentalism could also be 
used as a theory to look at the possible dissolution of Mercosur if that were to occur.  It would be 
interesting to assess the extent to which a country leaving Mercosur would be an expected 
outcome associated with the Intergovernmentalist approach to integration, or if this would be an 
incredibly specific, timely, context-dependent story. Whether it exists in the context of the EU 
with other countries leaving, in the dissolution of another major international organization, or 
through continued study of the role of France in the British breakup, nations have power. As the 
first country to ever leave the European Union, the UK has a special position in dictating the 
process for their departure. Looking towards the outcome of the European Union, it will be 
important to see how the UK’s decision to leave will impact EU 27 and see if this influences 
other countries to leave. Intergovernmentalism would suggest that if countries can accept no 
longer having the same privileges in exchange for full sovereignty, they might follow in the 
UK’s footsteps, as the marriage of convenience will no longer fulfill their needs. As we saw 
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throughout the thesis, other nations have the power to effect change and alter the future success 
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APPENDIX A: NEWSPAPER SELECTION FRANCE 
My first step in acquiring data was to identify the parameters within which I would gather 
my data. For the logistical necessity of examining an ongoing, current event, my intention was to 
discover a clear point to begin analyzing data sources. For this reason, I chose May 5th, 2016, 
the date when David Cameron officially announced the date of the Brexit referendum. This 
seems logical in discussing the media portrayal of French-UK relations within the context of 
Brexit. Seeing as Brexit negotiations will continue until March of 2019, the final date is based on 



















The following procedure was used to establish the correct newspapers to analyze. Newspapers 
were selected on a paid, readability, daily scale. As shown in Figure 1, The French Newspapers 
comes from the Alliance pour les chiffres de la presse et des medias, or The Alliance for 
statistics of the Press and the Media (Munch, 2017). This group is the nationally acclaimed, 
Figure 3: ACPM Statistics for French circulation 
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unbiased standard for tracking French media sources. Born in 2015, this organization comes 
from the merger of two companies called OJD (Circulation Audit Office) and la SAS Audipresse 
(Structure to Measure Audience of the Press).  
To eliminate the bias of a liberally accessible newspaper, I eliminated all non-paid 
journals. This improved the quality of the data because these newspapers are oftentimes riddled 
with grammatical errors, typos and misinformation, as the papers are written in incredible haste. 
Subway newspapers are meant for the average subway rider, which in the case of bother France 
and the UK, is composed of a diverse audience. It is difficult to determine who the target of these 
articles is and does not accurately depict the totality of most stories with such a small amount of 
space dedicated to each story. In addition, I needed to eliminate themed newspapers, such as 
L’Equipe Edition Générale, a sports newspaper that gears all of their stories towards the sports 
world. This was necessary because they did not have any articles that discussed Brexit and 
tainting a pool of data towards a skewed subject would not be useful for the discussion. 





APPENDIX B: NEWSPAPER SELECTION UK 
Determining the British newspapers followed a similar pattern. The Audit Bureau of 
Circulations is a nonprofit organization that “certifies circulation figures of member publications 
for a six-monthly audit period i.e. January to June and July to December. The system envisages a 
comprehensive audit of printing, distribution, financial and production records of member 
publications by a panel of empaneled auditors as per the audit guidelines laid down by the 
Bureau” ("Home | Audit Bureau of Circulation", 2017).  
 
 
      Figure 4: Press Gazette Statistics on British Circulation 
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It was founded by the ISBA, or the Incorporated Society of British Advertisers, where 
common advertisers have united to see the degree to which their advertisements are reaching 
reader’s eyes (ISBA, 2017). Access to the reports from the Audit Bureau of Circulations are 
restricted to those who qualify for the information and every year the Press Gazette is allotted the 
privilege of access to these statistics (Ponsford, 2017). For similar reasons to those listed in 
Appendix 1, free newspapers needed to be eliminated from the data because they do not allow 
for an accurate, full representation of the information needed to inform British citizens of the 
Brexit updates. There was no presence of themed newspapers in the running, therefore there was 
no elimination needed. After eliminating free newspapers, as week as weekly or bi-weekly 
readings, the three British papers I analyzed for my data are the Sun, Daily Mail and the Daily 
Mirror. These newspapers are representative of the type of news that the average British news 
consumer would obtain and therefore, is better for constructive analysis. 





APPENDIX C: ADDRESSING BIAS IN NEWSPAPERS 
In looking to select proper, non-partial newspapers for my data set, there were several 
factors that needed to be addressed. In Appendices 1 and 2, I eliminated the bias of a fast 
published, free publication, as well as the bias of a newspaper that was heavily themed in order 
to weed out poor publications with odd-ball articles and stuff like that. An additional, meaningful 
bias present in my sample was the general trend of each newspaper and their political affiliations. 
While many of these newspapers have a political reputation, it is difficult with absolute certainty 
to establish the extent to which a newspaper or an article sways to a specific political affiliation. 
In looking to the selected newspapers from the United Kingdom, in accordance with Media 
Bias/Fact Check, The Daily Mirror has a strong left bias, the Daily Mail has a strong right bias 
and The Sun has a far-right bias (Media Bias/Fact Check, (2017). According to a study from 
Sciences-Politique, Le Monde has a left-center bias, Le Figaro has a center-right bias, and Les 
Échos has a slight left bias (“Orientations politiques de la presse étrangère et française - Intégrer 
Sciences Po", 2016).  
It is important to note that the bias of these newspapers, for the purposes of my research, 
do not matter. The goal of looking at these newspapers was to assess readership and examine 
papers that were read by people in France and the UK. Independent of their possible biases, these 
are the sources from which people are digesting their news, and therefore, it accomplishes 
looking to readership. The bias is outside my scope of research but could prove to be an 
interesting approach for future research.  Additionally, based on the biases in these papers, there 
is a fairly equal representation, as some lean right and some lean left. While the right-wing 
papers mostly come from one country and the left-wing from another, there is representation 
from both. The equal representation of both right and left newspapers balances out the analysis.   
